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CONFIDENTIAL STATE 143453 

BELGRADE FOR USDEL CSCE 

E.O. 11652: GDS 
TAGS: CSCE, NATO 

SUBJECT: CSCE/CBMS: JUNE 21 POLADS MEETING 

REEERENCES: (A) USNATO 5543 (NOTAL) (B) USNATO 
5468(NOTAL) (C) USNATO 5381 (NOTAL) (D) USNATO 5367 
(E) USNATO 5227 (NOTAL) (F) STATE 136929 (G) STATE 
130422 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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1 . WE ARE, IN GENERAL, SATISFIED THAT ISD/I49 AS AMENDED 
(REETELS B AND E) HAS TIED TOGETHER IN ONE PAPER THE 
ALLIED CBMS POSITIONS AS AGREED TO DATE. WE HOPE 
THAT THE FINAL PRODUCT WILL ENABLE THE ALLIES TO ADOPT 
AND MAINTAIN A WELL-COORDINATED CBMS POSITION AT 
BELGRADE. 

2. WE NOTE HERE SEEMINGLY POSITIVE TONE OF THE 
FRENCH REPRESENTATIVE'S RECENT STATEMENT ON CBMS 
(PARAGRAPH TWO OP REFTEL D). WE WOULD APPRECIATE 
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MISSION'S AND EMBASSY PARIS' VIEWS WHETHER THIS STATE- 
MENT MAY REPRESENT SOFTENING OF FRENCH POSITION 
ON CBM INITIATIVES. WE WOULD CONSIDER FRENCH 
WILLINGNESS TO COOPERATE-IF ONLY TACITLY- WITH 
ALLIES ON CBMS, IN ADDITION TO OTHER CSCE BASKETS, A 
MAJOR ACHIEVEMENT. 

3. WE AGREE WITH MISSION THAT ATTEMPT SHOULD BE MADE 
TO KE EP FOCUS OF JUNE 21 POLADS MEETING ON ISD/149 

AND AVOID BRINGING IN NEW NORWEGIAN PAPER (PARAGRAPH 
4 OF REFTEL C). IF PAPER SHOULD COME UP, HOWEVER, 

MISSION SHOULD STATE WE DO NOT REGARD IT AS DESIRABLE 

AT THIS POINT TO SEEK MANEUVER NOTIFICATION IN THE 

7-10,000 TROOP RANGE. IN THE FIRST INSTANCE, WE 

BELIEVE MILITARY COMMITTEE VIEWS ON IDEA SHOULD BE 

FULLY VETTED BEFORE WE TAKE A POSITION ON LOWERING 

THE NOTIFICATION THRESHOLD TO 7,000 TROOPS, A 

FIGURE WE DO NOT BELIEVE HAS YET BEEN THOROUGHLY STAFFED. 

A PARTICULAR POINT TO BE ADDRESSED BY THE MC IN 

THIS REGARD IS WHETHER ON BALANCE SUCH A LOWERING 

OF THE THRESHOLD WOULD RESULT IN A NET INCREASE IN 

THE NUMBER OF ALLIED NOTIFICATIONS COMPARED TO WP 

NOTIFICATIONS-WHICH WE DO NOT FAVOR. MOREOVER, WE 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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RELIEVE ANATTEMPT TO LOWER THE THRESHOLD BELOW 
THE PRESENT 10,000 TROOP LEVEL WOULD BE SEEN AS 
AMENDING OF THE FINAL ACT, RATHER THAN STRENTHENING 

EXISTING CBM PROVISIONS, WHICH IS THE AGREED ALLIED 
POSITION. 

4. FOLLOWING ARE OUR SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON ISD/149 
AS AMENDED: 

(A) PAGE 3, PARAGRAPH 4, LINE 10: SUBSTITUTE "VERY 
GOOD" FOR "EXCELLENT". THE ALLIES' RECORD, 

FOR INSTANCE ON NOTIFICATION OF MOVEMENTS AND INVITATIONS 
OF OBSERVERS, IS SUBJECT TO SOME CRITISM AND 
IMPROVEMENT. 

(B) SINCE IT WAS IN QUOTATIONS, WE ASSUME THAT 
"ENCOURAGE" IN REVISED FIRST SENTENCE FOR PARAGRAPH 
FOUR ON PAGE THREE(FIRST CHANGE LISTED IN PARAGRAPH 
THREE OF REFTEL B) SHOULD READ "ENLARGE." 

(C) PAGE5, SUB-PARAGRAPH (III), LINES 4 AND 5: FOR 
CLARITY REVISE TO READ, "....THE ALLIES HAVE INVITED 
OBSERVERS TO FIVE MAJOR AND FIVE SMALLER-SCALE 
MANEUVERS." 

(D) PAGE 5, SUB-PARAGRAPH (III): THERE HAS BEEN SOME 
CRITICISM BY NNAS OF ALLIED TREATMENT OF OBSERVERS. 
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THE APPROPRIATE APPENDIX SHOULD RECORD SUCH CRITICISM 
AS WE MAY BE AWARE OF. THE LOGICAL REPLY TO NNA 

CRITICISM WOULD BE AN EXPRESSION OF WILLINGNESS TO 
SEEK AGREEMENT ON A CODE OF TREATMENT WHICH WOULD 
INSURE A MEANINGFUL OBSERVER EXPERIENCE. 

(E) PAGE 5, SUB-PARAGRAPH (IV): BEFORE FINAL TICK, 

INSERT AN ADDITIONAL ONE READING, "-THE MOVEMENTS 
CONEIDENTIAL 
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PROVISION IS NOT WELL DEFINED (THIS APPROACH WOULD 
REFLECT ANY ALLIED READINESS TO SEEK AGREEMENT 
ON A MORE PRECISE FORMULATION)." 

(F) PAGE 5, SUB-PARAGRAPH (IV): WE WILL SEEK TO 

PROVIDE A SUGGESTED ALLIED RESPONSE TO ANY NNA CRITICISM O 
OF MOVEMENTS NON-COMPLIANCE AFTER WE HAVE WORKED OUT 
OUR PARAMETERS POSITION (SEE PARAGRAPH 2C OF REFTEL 
F). 

(G) PAGE 7, PARAGRAPH 12: INSERT BEFORE THE WORDS 
"ALLIED COUNTRIES" IN THE FIRST SENTENCE THE PHRASE, 

"WHILE ACKNOWLEDGING SOME POSITIVE ELEMENTS IN THE 
EASTERN CBM IMPLEMENTATION RECORD," 

(H) PAGE 7, PARAGRAPH 13 (I), THIRD LINE: "MAN" 

SHOULD READ "TROOP" TO MAINTAIN LANGUAGE CONSISTENCY. 
ALSO CHANGE IN PAGE ELEVEN, PARAGRAPH 21(1). 

(I) PAGE ELEVEN, PARAGRAPH 21 (II), SECOND LINE: 

WE WOULD SUGGEST ADDING "DEFINE SMALLER-SCALE 

THRESHOLD (10-25,000 TROOPS)AND" BETWEEN "TO" 

AND "STRENGTHEN" TO REFLECT APPARENT ALLIED CONSENSUS 
THAT A LOWERING OF THE NOTIFICATION THRESHOLD WOULD 
STAND BETTER CHANCE THROUGH OPTION OF DEFINING THE 
MEANING OF SMALLER SCALE MANEUVERS. 

(J) PAGE 13, THIRD TICK AT THE TOP OF THE PAGE: 

AFTER THE PHRASE "SUBSEQUENT MANEUVERS", ADD ", EVEN 
IF THE LATTER ARE NOT OF A SIZE TO REQUIRE NOTIFI- 
CATION UNDER THE MAJOR MANEUVERS NOTIFCATION CBM 
TO A MINIMUM OF 10,000." THIS MIGHT GO SOME WAY 
CONFIDENTIAL 
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TOWARDS SATISFYING YUGOSLAVIAN INTEREST IN A MORE 
PRECISE DEFINITION OF THE NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENT 
WHICH WOULD ENCOMPASS COORDINATED SERIES OF 
SMALLER MANEUVERS. 
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(K) PAGE 13, PARAGRAPH 28: LAST SENTENCE COULD NOW 

READ: "AUTHORITIES OF ONE ALLIED COUNTRY (SOME 
ALLIED COUNTRIES?) HAVE INDICATED THEIR WILLINGNESS, 

AT THIS TIME, TO SUPPORT IN PRINCIPLE AN INITIATIVE 
BY THE NNAS TO STRENGTHEN THE FINAL ACT PROVISION FOR 
NOTIFICATION OF MAJOR MILITARY MOVEMENTS, IF ACCEPTABLE 
PARAMETERS FOR SUCH A PROPOSAL CAN BE DETERMINED 

AND AGREED UPON. IF NNAS SHOULD OFFER ACCEPTABLY 
FORMULATED INITIATIVE THE ALLY (THESE ALLIES?) 

BELIEVES NATO SHOULD SUPPORT IT. IF INITIAL NNA 
PROPOSAL IS UNACCEPTABLE OR INADEQUATE, THIS ALLY 
(THESE ALLIES?) BELIEVE NATO SHOULD SUGGEST TO 
NNAS ALTERNATIVE FORMULATION WHICH IT (THEY?) 

COULD SUPPORT. ALTHOUGH THIS ALLY (THESE ALLIES?) 

SEE NO ADVANTAGE IN ALLIANCE ADVOCACY OF A MOVEMENTS 
CBM, IT (THEY?) RESERVE(S) ITS (THEIRS) POSITION 
ON QUESTION WHETHER UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES ALLIES 
MIGHT WISH TO CONSIDER INITIATIVES ON MOVEMENTS 
THEMSELVES, AS SOME ALLIES PROPOSE. 

(L) PAGE 14, PARAGRAPH 30: AT END OF SENTENCE, 

SUBSTITUTE COMMA FOR PERIOD AND ADD "SINCE FINAL 
ACT GAVE SPECIFIC RECOGNITION TO THIS POSSIBILITY, 

I.E., 'FURTHER CONSIDERATION WILL BE GIVEN...TO THE 
QUESTION OF PRIOR NOTIFICATION OF MILITARY MOVEMENTS, 
BEARING IN MIND, IN PARTICULAR, THE EXPERIENCE GAINED 
BY THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MEASURES WHICH ARE SET 
FORTH IN THIS DOCUMENT'." 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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(M) PAGE 14, PARAGRAPH 3, SUB-PARAGRAPH (II): DROP 
"WARSAW PACT" FROM THE FIRST LINE. 

(N) PAGE SIXTEEN, PARAGRAPH 34 (I); LAST SENTENCE: 
SUBSTITUTE "WARSAW PACT COUNTRIES" FOR "SOVIET 
UNION". YUGOSLAVIA DOES NOT HAVE A BORDER WITHIN 
THE SOVIET UNION. 

(O) PAGE 28: REVISE FIRST LINE TO READ, "...PROPOSAL 
WERE ADOPTED, AND IF THERE WERE NO SIZE THRESHOLD 
OR A VERY SMALL ONE, THE ALLIES MIGHT HAVE TO 

NOTIFY A..."; ADD THE WORD "ALONE " AFTER "MOVEMENTS" 

IN LINE FOUR. 

(P) PAGE 20, SUB-PARAGRAPH (12): AFTER "NEUTRAL 
COUNTRIES " IN THE SECOND SENTENCE, INSERT ", EXCEPT 
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PERHAPS YUGOSLAVIA,". 

(Q) PAGE 21, PARAGRAPH 37; LINE 13: FOR "CONCRETE", 
SUBSTITUTE "MORE AMBITIUOS ARMS CONTROL". 

(R) PAGE 21, PARAGRAPH 37, FINAL SENTENCE: THIS 
SENTENCE IS ENTIRELY SPECULATIVE AND SHOULD BE 
DROPPED. FOLLOWING COULD BE SUBSTITUTED: "THE SOVIETS 
HAVE SHOWN SOME RECEPTIVITY TO THE POSSIBILITY 

OF STANDARDIZING TREATMENT OF OBSERVERS AND TO FURTHER 
DISCUSSION, AT SOME POINT, OF MOVEMENTS NOTIFICATION." 

(S) PAGE 22, PARAGRAPH 40: IN LINE FOUR, REPLACE 
"OWN POOR" WITH "INFERIOR". 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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(T) PAGE 22, PARAGRAPH 43: AT THE END OF THE FIRST 
SENTENCE ADD THE PHRASE ", AS THE YUGOSLAVS 

AND THE ROMANISNS IN PARTICULAR HAVE ADVOCATED." 

(U) PAGE 22, PARAGRAPH 43: MISSION SHOULD RESERVE 

ITS POSITION ON LAST SENTENCE. FURTHER GUIDANCE WILL 
BE PROVIDED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. 

(V) ’TNITIATIVE(S)" SHOULD BE SUBSTITUTED FOR 
"PROPOSAL(S)" THROUGHOUT ISD/149 TO REFLECT CONCEPT 
PUT FORWARD IN PARAGRAPH F(2) OF REFTEL G. 

(W) WE DO NOT WISH AT THIS POINT TO CUT OFF COMPLETELY 
THE POSSIBILITY OF USING THE STATISTICS REFERRED TO 
UNDER FOOTNOTE (1) ON PAGES FOUR, SEVEN AND 22. WE 
WOULD THEREFORE REQUEST: 

(1) SUBSTITUTING "IS INTENDED" FOR "SHOULD SERVE"; 

(2) ADDING "PROBABLY" BETWEEN "....IMPLEMENTATION 
AND" AND "SHOULD NOT BE USED...;" 

(3) DELETING "-OR EVEN SHOWN AT THE CONFERENCE 
TABLE-" (FIRST PART OF SENTENCE MAKES POINT ADEQUATELY); 
AND 

(4) SUBSTITUTING "MIGHT CAUSE" FOR "COULD CAUSE 
SERIOUS". 

(5) PLEASE MAKE FOLLOWING REVISIONS TO ISD/149 ANNEX 
II ON MILITARY EXCHANGES; ALL ARE ON PAGE 3, OTHER 
VISITS (1977): 

(A) SHIFT VISIT TO POSTON BY REAR ADMIRAL KALININ 
CONFIDENTIAL 
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FROM 1977 TO 1975. 

(B) DITTO WITH VISIT TO BOSTON BY SOVIET VESSELS 
BOYKIY AND ZHGOUCHIY 

(C) DITTO WITH VISIT TO CONSTANTA BY USS WAINWRIGHT 

(D) DITTO WITH VISIT TO LENINGRAD BY REAR ADMIRAL 
LANGILLE. 

(E) DITTO WITH VISIT TO LENINGRAD BY USS LEAHY 
AND USS TATTNAL 

(F) ADD TO 1977 LISTING FOLLOWING TWO VISITS: 

USA ROMANIA 1-6 MAY VISIT TO BUCHAREST BY NDU/ICAF DEL. 

USA USSR 11-18 MAY VISIT TO MOSCOW BY NWC DELEGATION. 

VANCE 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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CONFIDENTIAL 


PAGE 01 STATE 143453 POSS DUPE 
ORIGIN EUR- 12 
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CONFIDENTIAL STATE 143453 

FOLLOWING REPEAT STATE 143453 ACTION USMISSION NATO, PARIS 
INFO BELGRADE JUN 21. 

QUOTE CONFIDENTIAL STATE 143453 

BELGRADE FOR USDEL CSCE 

E.O. 11652: GDS 
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TAGS: CSCE, NATO 

SUBJECT: CSCE/CBMS: JUNE 21 POLADS MEETING 

REEERENCES: (A) USNATO 5543 (NOTAL) (B) USNATO 
5468 (NOTAL) (C) USNATO 5381 (NOTAL) (D) USNATO 5367 
(E) USNATO 5227 (NOTAL) (F) STATE 136929 (G) STATE 
130422 

1. WE ARE, IN GENERAL, SATISFIED THAT lSD/149 AS AMENDED 
(REETELS B AND E) HAS TIED TOGETHER IN ONE PAPER THE 
ALLIED CBMS POSITIONS AS AGREED TO DATE. WE HOPE 
THAT THE FINAL PRODUCT WILL ENABLE THE ALLIES TO ADOPT 
AND MAINTAIN A WELL-COORDINATED CBMS POSITION AT 
CONFIDENTIAL 
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BELGRADE. 

2. WE NOTE HERE SEEMINGLY POSITIVE TONE OF THE 
FRENCH REPRESENTATIVE'S RECENT STATEMENT ON CBMS 
(PARAGRAPH TWO OP REFTEL D). WE WOULD APPRECIATE 
MISSION'S AND EMBASSY PARIS' VIEWS WHETHER THIS STATE- 
MENT MAY REPRESENT SOFTENING OF FRENCH POSITION 

ON CBM INITIATIVES. WE WOULD CONSIDER PRENCH 
WILLINGNESS TO COOPERATE-IP ONLY TACITLY- WITH 
ALLIES ON CBMS, IN ADDITION TO OTHER CSCE BASKETS, A 
MAJOR ACHIEVEMENT. 

3. WE AGREE WITH MISSION THAT ATTEMPT SHOULD BE MADE 
TO KEEP FOCUS OF JUNE 21 POLADS MEETING ON ISD/149 

AND AVOID BRINGING IN NEW NORWEGIAN PAPER (PARAGRAPH 
4 OF REFTEL C). IF PAPER SHOULD COME UP, HOWEVER, 

MISSION SHOULD STATE WE DO NOT REGARD IT AS DESIRABLE 

AT THIS POINT TO SEEK MANEUVER NOTIFICATION IN THE 

7-10,000 TROOP RANGE. IN THE FIRST INSTANCE, WE 

BELIEVE MILITARY COMMITTEE VIEWS ON IDEA SHOULD BE 

FULLY VETTED BEFORE WE TAKE A POSITION ON LOWERING 

THE NOTIPICATION THRESHOLD TO 7,000 TROOPS, A 

FIGURE WE DO NOT BELIEVE HAS YET BEEN THOROUGHLY STAPFED. 

A PARTICULAR POINT TO BE ADDRESSED BY THE MC IN 

THIS REGARD IS WHETHER ON BALANCE SUCH A LOWERING 

OF THE THRESHOLD WOULD RESULT IN A NET INCREASE IN 

THE NUMBER OF ALLIED NOTIFICATIONS COMPARED TO WP 

NOTIPICATIONS-WHICH WE DO NOT PAVOR. MOREOVER, WE 

BELIEVE ANATTEMPT TO LOWER THE THRESHOLD BELOW 

THE PRESENT 10,000 TROOP LEVEL WOULD BE SEEN AS 

AMENDING OF THE FINAL ACT, RATHER THAN STRENTHENING 

EXISTING CBM PROVISIONS, WHICH IS THE AGREED ALLIED 
CONFIDENTIAL 
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POSITION. 

4. FOLLOWING ARE OUR SPECIFIC COMMENTS ON ISD/I49 
AS AMENDED: 

(A) PAGE 3, PARAGRAPH 4, LINE 10: SUBSTITUTE "VERY 
GOOD" FOR "EXCELLENT". THE ALLIES' RECORD, 

FOR INSTANCE ON NOTIEICATION OF MOVEMENTS AND INVITATIONS 
OF OBSERVERS, IS SUBJECT TO SOME CRITISM AND 
IMPROVEMENT. 

(B) SINCE IT WAS IN QUOTATIONS, WE ASSUME THAT 
"ENCOURAGE ' IN REVISED FIRST SENTENCE FOR PARAGRAPH 
FOUR ON PAGE THREE(FIRST CHANGE LISTED IN PARAGRAPH 
THREE OF REFTEL B) SHOULD READ "ENLARGE." 

(C) PAGE5, SUB-PARAGRAPH (III), LINES 4 AND 5: FOR 
CLARITY REVISE TO READ, '....THE ALLIES HAVE INVITED 
OBSERVERS TO FIVE MAJOR AND FIVE SMALLER-SCALE 
MANEUVERS." 

(D) PAGE 5, SUB-PARAGRAPH (III): THERE HAS BEEN SOME 

CRITICISM BY NNAS OF ALT .TED TREATMENT OF OBSERVERS. 

THE APPROPRIATE APPENDIX SHOULD RECORD SUCH CRITICISM 
AS WE MAY BE AWARE OF. THE LOGICAL REPLY TO NNA 

CRITICISM WOULD BE AN EXPRESSION OF WILLINGNESS TO 
SEEK AGREEMENT ON A CODE OF TREATMENT WHICH WOULD 
INSURE A MEANINGFUL OBSERVER EXPERIENCE. 

(E) PAGE 5, SUB-PARAGRAPH (IV): BEFORE FINAL TICK, 

INSERT AN ADDITIONAL ONE READING, "-THE MOVEMENTS 
PROVISION IS NOT WELL DEFINED (THIS APPROACH WOULD 
REFLECT ANY ALLIED READINESS TO SEEK AGREEMENT 
ON A MORE PRECISE FORMULATION)." 

(F) PAGE 5, SUB-PARAGRAPH (IV): WE WILL SEEK TO 
CONEIDENTIAL 
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PROVIDE A SUGGESTED ALLIED RESPONSE TO ANY NNA CRITICISM O 
OF MOVEMENTS NON-COMPLIANCE AFTER WE HAVE WORKED OUT 
OUR PARAMETERS POSITION (SEE PARAGRAPH 2C OF REFTEL 
F). 

(G) PAGE?, PARAGRAPH 12: INSERT BEFORE THE WORDS 
"ALLIED COUNTRIES" IN THE FIRST SENTENCE THE PHRASE, 

"WHILE ACKNOWLEDGING SOME POSITIVE ELEMENTS IN THE 
EASTERN CBM IMPLEMENTATION RECORD," 

(H) PAGE 7, PARAGRAPH 13 (I), THIRD LINE: "MAN" 

SHOULD READ "TROOP" TO MAINTAIN LANGUAGE CONSISTENCY. 
ALSO CHANGE IN PAGE ELEVEN, PARAGRAPH 21(1). 
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(I) PAGE ELEVEN, PARAGRAPH 21 (II), SECOND LINE: 

WE WOULD SUGGEST ADDING "DEEINE SMALLER-SCALE 

THRESHOLD (10-25,000 TROOPS)AND" BETWEEN "TO" 

AND "STRENGTHEN" TO REFLECT APPARENT ALLIED CONSENSUS 
THAT A LOWERING OE THE NOTIFICATION THRESHOLD WOULD 
STAND BETTER CHANCE THROUGH OPTION OF DEFINING THE 
MEANING OF SMALLER SCALE MANEUVERS. 

(J) PAGE 13, THIRD TICK AT THE TOP OP THE PAGE: 

AFTER THE PHRASE "SUBSEQUENT MANEUVERS", ADD ", EVEN 
IF THE LATTER ARE NOT OF A SIZE TO REQUIRE NOTIFI- 
CATION UNDER THE MAJOR MANEUVERS NOTIFCATION CBM 
TO A MINIMUM OF 10,000." THIS MIGHT GO SOME WAY 
TOWARDS SATISPYING YUGOSLAVIAN INTEREST IN A MORE 
PRECISE DEFINITION OF THE NOTIPICATION REQUIREMENT 
WHICH WOULD ENCOMPASS COORDINATED SERIES OP 
SMALLER MANEUVERS. 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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(K) PAGE 13, PARAGRAPH 28: LAST SENTENCE COULD NOW 

READ: "AUTHORITIES OF ONE ALLIED COUNTRY (SOME 
ALLIED COUNTRIES?) HAVE INDICATED THEIR WILLINGNESS, 

AT THIS TIME, TO SUPPORT IN PRINCIPLE AN INITIATIVE 
BY THE NNAS TO STRENGTHEN THE PINAL ACT PROVISION FOR 
NOTIFICATION OF MAJOR MILITARY MOVEMENTS, IF ACCEPTABLE 
PARAMETERS POR SUCH A PROPOSAL CAN BE DETERMINED 

AND AGREED UPON. IF NNAS SHOULD OFFER ACCEPTABLY 
FORMULATED INITIATIVE THE ALLY (THESE ALLIES?) 

BELIEVES NATO SHOULD SUPPORT IT. IF INITIAL NNA 
PROPOSAL IS UNACCEPTABLE OR INADEQUATE, THIS ALLY 
(THESE ALLIES?) BELIEVE NATO SHOULD SUGGEST TO 
NNAS ALTERNATIVE FORMULATION WHICH IT (THEY?) 

COULD SUPPORT. ALTHOUGH THIS ALLY (THESE ALLIES?) 

SEE NO ADVANTAGE IN ALLIANCE ADVOCACY OF A MOVEMENTS 
CBM, IT (THEY?) RESERVE(S) ITS (THEIRS) POSITION 
ON QUESTION WHETHER UNDER CERTAIN CIRCUMSTANCES ALLIES 
MIGHT WISH TO CONSIDER INITIATIVES ON MOVEMENTS 
THEMSELVES, AS SOME ALLIES PROPOSE. 

(L) PAGE 14, PARAGRAPH 30: AT END OF SENTENCE, 

SUBSTITUTE COMMA FOR PERIOD AND ADD "SINCE FINAL 
ACT GAVE SPECIPIC RECOGNITION TO THIS POSSIBILITY, 

I.E., 'FURTHER CONSIDERATION WILL BE GIVEN...TO THE 
QUESTION OF PRIOR NOTIFICATION OF MILITARY MOVEMENTS, 
BEARING IN MIND, IN PARTICULAR, THE EXPERIENCE GAINED 
BY THE IMPLEMENTATION OF THE MEASURES WHICH ARE SET 
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FORTH IN THIS DOCUMENT'.'' 

(M) PAGE 14, PARAGRAPH 3, SUB-PARAGRAPH (II): DROP 
"WARSA'W PACT" FROM THE FIRST LINE. 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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(N) PAGE SIXTEEN, PARAGRAPH 34 (I); LAST SENTENCE: 
SUBSTITUTE '"WARSAW PACT COUNTRIES" EOR "SOVIET 
UNION". YUGOSLAVIA DOES NOT HAVE A BORDER WITHIN 
THE SOVIET UNION. 

(O) PAGE 28: REVISE EIRST LINE TO READ, "...PROPOSAL 
WERE ADOPTED, AND IE THERE WERE NO SIZE THRESHOLD 
OR A VERY SMALL ONE, THE ALLIES MIGHT HAVE TO 

NOTIEY A..."; ADD THE WORD "ALONE " AFTER "MOVEMENTS" 

IN LINE EOUR. 

(P) PAGE 20, SUB-PARAGRAPH (12): AFTER "NEUTRAL 
COUNTRIES " IN THE SECOND SENTENCE, INSERT ", EXCEPT 
PERHAPS YUGOSLAVIA,". 

(Q) PAGE 21, PARAGRAPH 37; LINE 13: FOR "CONCRETE", 
SUBSTITUTE "MORE AMBITIUOS ARMS CONTROL". 

(R) PAGE 21, PARAGRAPH 37, EINAL SENTENCE: THIS 
SENTENCE IS ENTIRELY SPECULATIVE AND SHOULD BE 
DROPPED. FOLLOWING COULD BE SUBSTITUTED: "THE SOVIETS 
HAVE SHOWN SOME RECEPTIVITY TO THE POSSIBILITY 

OF STANDARDIZING TREATMENT OE OBSERVERS AND TO FURTHER 
DISCUSSION, AT SOME POINT, OP MOVEMENTS NOTIFICATION." 

(S) PAGE 22, PARAGRAPH 40: IN LINE FOUR, REPLACE 
"OWN POOR" WITH "INFERIOR ". 

(T) PAGE 22, PARAGRAPH 43: AT THE END OF THE FIRST 
SENTENCE ADD THE PHRASE ", AS THE YUGOSLAVS 

AND THE ROMANISNS IN PARTICULAR HAVE ADVOCATED." 

CONFIDENTIAL 

PAGE 07 STATE 143453 POSS DUPE 

(U) PAGE 22, PARAGRAPH 43: MISSION SHOULD RESERVE 

ITS POSITION ON LAST SENTENCE. FURTHER GUIDANCE WILL 
BE PROVIDED AS SOON AS POSSIBLE. 

(V) "INITIATIVE(S)" SHOULD BE SUBSTITUTED EOR 
"PROPOSAL(S)" THROUGHOUT ISD/149 TO REFLECT CONCEPT 
PUT FORWARD IN PARAGRAPH F(2) OF REFTEL G. 
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(W) WE DO NOT WISH AT THIS POINT TO CUT OFF COMPLETELY 
THE POSSIBILITY OF USING THE STATISTICS REFERRED TO 
UNDER FOOTNOTE (1) ON PAGES FOUR, SEVEN AND 22. WE 
WOULD THEREFORE REQUEST: 

(1) SUBSTITUTING 'TS INTENDED" FOR "SHOULD SERVE"; 

(2) ADDING "PROBABLY" BETWEEN "....IMPLEMENTATION 
AND" AND "SHOULD NOT BE USED...;" 

(3) DELETING "-OR EVEN SHOWN AT THE CONFERENCE 
TABLE-" (FIRST PART OF SENTENCE MAKES POINT ADEQUATELY); 
AND 

(4) SUBSTITUTING "MIGHT CAUSE" FOR "COULD CAUSE 
SERIOUS". 

(5) PLEASE MAKE FOLLOWING REVISIONS TO ISD/I49 ANNEX 
II ON MILITARY EXCHANGES; ALL ARE ON PAGE 3, OTHER 
VISITS (1977); 

(A) SHIFT VISIT TO POSTON BY REAR ADMIRAL KALININ 
FROM 1977 TO 1975. 

(B) DITTO WITH VISIT TO BOSTON BY SOVIET VESSELS 
BOYKIY AND ZHGOUCHIY 

CONFIDENTIAL 
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(C) DITTO WITH VISIT TO CONSTANTA BY USS WAINWRIGHT 

(D) DITTO WITH VISIT TO LENINGRAD BY REAR ADMIRAL 
LANGILLE. 

(E) DITTO WITH VISIT TO LENINGRAD BY USS LEAHY 
AND USS TATTNAL 

(F) ADD TO 1977 LISTING FOLLOWING TWO VISITS; 

USA ROMANIA 1-6 MAY VISIT TO BUCHAREST BY NDU/ICAF DEL. 

USA USSR 11-18 MAY VISIT TO MOSCOW BY NWC DELEGATION. 

VANCE UNQUOTE VANCE 

CONFIDENTIAL 


« END OF DOCUMENT » 
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